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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 1 -33 were pending at the time of the previous Office Action in the case. 
Claims 10, 12-24, and 29-33 have been cancelled as per the Amendment filed 12-01- 
2005. Therefore claims 1-9, 11, and 25-28 remain pending and have been examined. 



Allowable Subject Matter 

2. . The indicated allowability of claims 1-9, and 1 1 is withdrawn in view of the newly 
discovered reference(s) to Abbott et al. US 6,671,808 B1 . Rejections based on the 
newly cited reference(s) follow. The indicated allowability of claims 25-28 is withdrawn 
after further review of the Bork reference. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1 ) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

4. Claims 1-5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Abbott et 
al., US 6,671,808 B1 



As for claim 1, Abbott teaches an electronic system (col. 4 lines 51-52: "computer 
system") comprising: at least one device having a universal serial bus (USB) port 
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externally exposed (fig. 1 element 130, col. 3 lines 26-30); a wireless communication 
system for communicating information between a plurality of separate devices (col. 3 
lines 56-62, col. 6 lines 62-66), the wireless communication system comprising: a 
dongle (fig. 1 element 200, figs. 2a-2c) having an antenna for transmitting and receiving 
information (col. 6 lines 62-66: An antenna is inherent to the ability of the dongle or 
"hardware key" to function as a paging transceiver. The term transceiver is a standard 
contraction for "Transmitter/Receiver", col. 8 lines 20-25), a USB connector for selective 
mating engagement with the USB port (col. 5 lines 11-13), wherein the weight of the 
dongle is supported entirely by the mating engagement of the USB connector to the 
USB port (fig. 1 elements 130 and 200, fig. 6K). 

As for claim 2, Abbott teaches the system as recited in claim 1 , further 
comprising: a transmitter electrically coupled to the antenna (col. 6 lines 62-66: An 
antenna is inherent to the ability of the dongle or "hardware key" to function as a paging 
transceiver. The term transceiver is a standard contraction for "Transmitter/Receiver", 
col. 8 lines 20-25). 

As for claim 3, Abbott teaches the system as recited in claim 2, wherein the 
transmitter is disposed within the dongle (col. 6 lines 62-66: An antenna is inherent to 
the ability of the dongle or "hardware key" to function as a paging transceiver. The term 
transceiver is a standard contraction for "Transmitter/Receiver", col. 8 lines 20-25). 
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As for claim 4, Abbott teaches the system as recited in claim 1, further 
comprising: a receiver electrically coupled to the antenna (col. 6 lines 62-66: An 
antenna is inherent to the ability of the dongle or "hardware key" to function as a paging 
transceiver. The term transceiver is a standard contraction for "Transmitter/Receiver", 
col. 8 lines 20-25). 

As for claim 5, Abbott teaches the system as recited in claim 4, wherein the 
receiver is disposed within the dongle (col. 6 lines 62-66: An antenna is inherent to the 
ability of the dongle or "hardware key" to function as a paging transceiver. The term 
transceiver is a standard contraction for "Transmitter/Receiver", col. 8 lines 20-25). 

5. Claims 25-28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(a) as being anticipated by Bork, 
US 6,255,800 B1. 

As for claim 25, Bork teaches a computer system, comprising: 
a central processing unit having an enclosure (fig. 10 element 10, fig. 11 elements 42 
and 46), the enclosure having a first universal serial bus (USB) port (Abstract, col. 6 
lines 40-44, col. 7 lines 25-27); a peripheral device having a second recessed USB port 
(col. 5 lines 52-65: The USB port-configured computer with attached Bluetooth-capable 
cradle is taught as being capable of communicating with a similar unit, which therefore 
reads on the applicant's second peripheral device with a USB port); and a wireless 
communication system for communicating information between the central processing 
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unit and the peripheral device (fig. 10 element 44, col. 7 lines 10-15, fig. 12 element 46), 
the wireless communication system comprising: at least one communication dongle 
having an antenna for transmitting and receiving information (fig. 10 element 42, col. 5 
lines 50-67) and a USB connector for selective mating engagement with the first USB 
port and the second USB port (Abstract, col. 6 lines 40-44, col. 7 lines 25-27); a 
peripheral device having a second recessed USB port (col. 3 lines 1-25, col. 5 lines 52- 
65: The USB port-configured computer with attached Bluetooth-capable cradle is taught 
as being capable of communicating with a similar unit, which therefore reads on the 
applicant's second peripheral device with a USB port); and a data transceiver 
electrically coupled to the at least one communication dongle (fig. 1 1 element 44, fig. 12 
element 46). 

As for claim 26, Bork teaches the system as recited in claim 25, wherein the data 
transceiver is disposed within the at least one communication dongle (fig.1 1 element 
44). 

As for claim 27, Bork teaches the system as recited in claim 25, wherein the 
wireless communication system utilizes an industry standard for wireless 
communication devices (col. 5 lines 35-47). 

As for claim 28, Bork teaches the system as recited in claim 27, wherein the 
industry standard is Bluetooth (col. 5 lines 35-47). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claim 6 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Abbott. 

As for claim 6, Abbott teaches the system of claim 1 , but does not explicitly teach 
a step wherein the communication system utilizes a wireless communication standard, 
although such would be a requirement of the wireless paging function so taught. 
However, Official Notice may be taken that such a step is one that is old and well known 
in the art of wireless communications. The wireless USB protocol is but one well-known 
example. Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to incorporate this feature into the system of Abbott. It would have 
been desirable to do so since this would allow for greater interoperability of the system 
with commercially available wireless-communications peripherals supplied by other 
vendors. 

8. Claims 7-9, and 1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Abbott and Official Notice as applied to claim 6 above, and further in view of Bork, 
US 6,255,800. 
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As for claim 7, the combination of Abbott and Official Notice teach the system as 
recited in claim 6, but do not teach a step wherein the wireless communication standard 
is the Bluetooth wireless communication standard. However Bork does teach the use of 
the Bluetooth wireless communication protocol in a system such as Abbott's (Abstract, 
fig. 2, fig. 14). Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention to incorporate this feature into the system of Abbott. Motive to 
make this combination is found, for example, in col. 1 lines 14-51 where the advantages 
of RF communications between a computer and peripherals is discussed. 

As for claim 8, Abbott teaches the system as recited in claim 7, further 
comprising an integrated circuit, the integrated circuit being a transceiver electrically 
coupled to the antenna (col. 5 lines 41-46 and 60-64, col. 6 lines 62-66: An antenna is 
inherent to the ability of the dongle or "hardware key" to function as a paging 
transceiver. The term transceiver is a standard contraction for "Transmitter/Receiver", 
col. 8 lines 20-25). 

As for claim 9, Abbot teaches the system as recited in claim 8, wherein the 
integrated circuit is disposed within the dongle (col. 5 lines 41-46). 

As for claim 1 1 , Abbott teaches the system as recited in claim 8, wherein the at 
least one device comprises an enclosure and the integrated circuit is disposed within 
the enclosure and electrically coupled to the antenna in the dongle (col. 5 lines 41-46 
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and 60-64, col. 6 lines 62-66: An antenna is inherent to the ability of the dongle or 
"hardware key" to function as a paging transceiver. The term transceiver is a standard 
contraction for "Transmitter/Receiver", col. 8 lines 20-25). 



9 Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Paul E. Callahan whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
3869. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F from 9 to 5. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the Examiner's 
supervisor, Emmanuel Moise, can be reached on (571 ) 272-3865. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is: (571 ) 
273-8300. 
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